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REMARKS 

Ihese Reniaiks, made puisuant to a thorough re\le\^ of the Office Action aiid the 
refciences cited therein, are belie\ cd to be fully responsive to the Office Action 'i> rejections 

ami uj ul')evtH>n? \ppiiCinif dotN no ivquiosco vO an\ pcntson ol the Oftlce VctiO'i no. 
parucularK addic^.^cd bt-uin \V cVi''^^-- pcndjpa "per cntsv of du^ Response ate belie\ed to be 
patentable u\ei die puoi art of lectird l\t.Lon-,jdetdUor is ttj^peLUulls ieque->t!jd 

Applicant notes \^itli appreciation the mdicatioa that claims 2-3 and ^-(0 contam 
allowable subject matter. Independent clahn 1 has been amended to incorporate the allowable 
subject matter of claim 2 , which is caaceiied. 

The speciiication has been amended to reinove the hj^eritnks that were object^id to. 
Withdrawal of the objections to the specification are respectfidiy reqiiested. 

Claims 1, 4-6 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable 
over Neffet al. , Very Low Bit Rate Video Coding Based on Matching Pursuits in view of 
Frossai'd et al, A Posteriori Quantized Matching Ptmmd, Withdrawal of this rejection is 
respectfidly requested in view of the amendments made to independent claim 1, which 
incorporate the allowable subject matter of dependent claim 2 therein. Claims 3 ~~ 10 are 
believed to be ailowable over this combination of references at least by virtue of their 
dependencies on allowable independent claim i, as well as for their added features. 

Claims 7-8 were rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over 
Neffet a!., Very Low Bit Rate Video Coding Based on Matching Pursutis in view of Frossard et 
al, A Posteriori Qtmntimd MatcMng Pursuit in view^ of Well Knoxvn Prior Art (Official Notice). 
Withdrawal of this rejection is respectfally requested in view of the amendments made to 
independent claim L Claims 7-8 are believed to be allowable over this combination of 
iefeicncc^ at least b\ \ ntue of their dcpondoncic on allowable independent claim 1 , a^ ^^ ell as 
tor diou iKldcd teanuci bcv.Hise \pplK uit n.iN .ronjwl v 'aim 1 \ ^fiai^f dieappla Mon 5>i 
Loiubtion iiM (j'lonatiLC it roi nci.e^t)dP, to tuneisc (oi to lequest titation to one oi moie pnoi 
<ut {elaente^ diat substantiate) {he statements of Otiicial Notice set foith m the Office Action 
Accordingly, Applicant does not acquiesce that such statements are true or proper. 
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Commen ts on Statement of Reasons fbr Allowattce 

Aittiougli AppHca»t Mieves that each of claims 2-3 md 9-10 is allowable over the prior art of 
record (aii4''or combiiiations thcfeoi) basetj on their respcettve features* Applicant docs riot aeqaicsce that 
patciitabiiity resides in each feature, exactly as expressed in each of tfee claims or exactly as expressed in 
the Statement of Reasons for Allowance (on page 7 of the Ofifice Action), nor that each featare i& required 
for patentability. 

tX)NCLUS:fONS 

In view of tiie foregoing amenditients and remarks, no further issues are believed to be 
oirt^anding in the present application, and the present application is believed to be in condition 
for Allowance. A Notice of Allowance for claims 1 and 3-10 is therefore earnestly solicited. 

Applicant's failure (if at alt) to expressly address above atiy particular statement or 
argumen t by the Examiner should not be constnied as an admission or acquiescence that such 
statement or argument is accurate or proper. 

Slioiiid the Examiner cieem that my fiirtiier action is necessan- to place this applkatioji in 
even better form for allowance, the Exajniner is encouraged to contact Applicant's imdersigned 
representative at the below listed telephone number. 

Respectfully subimtted, 

^/jet50352/ 

Jonathan E. Thomas 
Reg. No. 50,352 
Ationiey for Applicant 



General Electric Company 
Global Patent Operation 
2 Corporate Drive, Suite 648 

Slielton, CT 06484 
T: (203)944-6747 
F: (203) 761-6712 
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